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1. Introduction
New configurations for EN-DC and NR CA including FR2 have been proposed. Handling of these configurations is discussed. 
2. Background
Significant number of configurations for EN-DC and NR CA including FR2 has been proposed and specified so far. It is expected that the number will increase even more in the future. If we look over the specification of 38.101-3, there are almost no dedicated requirements for the configurations including FR2. The fact comes from that there have not been identified co-existence issues due to simultaneous usage of the bands between bands below 6GHz and FR2 so far. The dedicated requirements for those configurations are only the followings.

· In terms of band combination: 

· “band combination table” including information about allowance of “Single UL”
· Tables for ΔTIB,c and ΔRIB,c for the configurations including “FR1” or “FR1 and FR2”
· In terms of “configuration”: 
· spurious emission band UE co-existence for the configurations including “FR1” or “FR1 and FR2” 

Regarding the information about allowance of “Single UL”, in principle, the Single UL is not allowed regardless of combination including FR2 when UL configuration is LTE band and FR2 band since issues due to the impact of the IMD have not been identified when LTE band and FR2 band UL are simultaneously used. Thus, the status of “Single UL allowed” is always “No”. Thus, no discussion is needed, and the dedicated table would not be necessary. 
With respect to ΔTIB,c and ΔRIB,c, there are tables and information about ΔTIB,c and ΔRIB,c for sub 6GHz bands including  FR1 NR band belonging to the band combination including FR2 while no information about ΔTIB,c and ΔRIB,c for FR2. What that means we just copy the ΔTIB,c and ΔRIB,c for the corresponding tables for the combinations after the removal of FR2 band. Thus, no discussion is needed, and the dedicated table would not be necessary.
Finally, for spurious emission band UE co-existence table, although the requirements are specified, it seems that they are not testable under the condition RAN4 originally expected. As the result, the impact of interference on victim frequency ranges and bands are checked by UL of sub 6GHz bands including NR FR1 band or FR2 band individually. What that means is that spurious emission band UE co-existence requirements in 38.101-2 and those for Inter-band EN-DC within FR1 in 38.101-3 can cover these requirements in practice.
Note that the above principle would be applicable to NR CA between FR1 and FR2 as well.
In summary, if we delete spurious emission UE co-existence table from 38.101-3, there is nothing to be technically discussed and analyzed for every configuration including FR2.  Then, it would be possible not to have specific requirements for configurations including FR2 in TS38.101-3. In other words, in case 1A-2A-3A-4A-5A_n1A-n2A-n257F-n260F is proposed, if the requirements for DC_1A-2A-3A-4A-5A_n1A-n2A (EN-DC within sub6GHz) and those for CA_n257F-n260F (NR CA within FR2) are completed, RAN4 has almost nothing to discuss. Only what we need to do is to capture band combinations including their fallback modes. Thus, what we need to do is checking fallback modes are appropriately counted or not. Note we may not even have to capture the band combinations since these do not have any their own specific requirements. It seems only the advantage the list can provide would be people  can know the trend of configurations to be used in the market.
Proposal 1: RAN4 should discuss a possibility to make the requirements for configuration including FR2 in 38.101-3 configuration agnostic in this or the future meetings.

Proposal 2: In case the possibility is confirmed, RAN4 should do the following things.

· Necessary modification for 38.101-3
· Ex 1: deleting spurious emission band UE co-existence
· Ex 2: Generalizing ΔTIB,c and ΔRIB,c tables including FR2

· if any
· Discuss if the configurations and/or combinations including FR2 should be captured in 38.101-3 or not.
· Since there is no technical information. Only advantage to capture them is that people can know the trend of the market.

· Discuss how to handle requests, TPs and draft CRs for the configurations including FR2 for 38.101-3.
3. Conclusion
This contribution discussed the possibility to make the requirements for configurations including FR2 configuration agnostic. Based on the discussion, we propose the followings.
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Proposal 2: In case the possibility is confirmed, RAN4 should do the following things.

· Necessary modification for 38.101-3
· Ex 1: deleting spurious emission band UE co-existence
· Ex 2: Generalizing ΔTIB,c and ΔRIB,c tables including FR2

· if any
· Discuss if the configurations and/or combinations including FR2 should be captured in 38.101-3 or not.
· Since there is no technical information. Only advantage to capture them is that people can know the trend of the market.

· Discuss how to handle requests, TPs and draft CRs for the configurations including FR2 for 38.101-3.
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